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I. — On el with the Future Indicative and lav with the 
Subjunctive in the Tragic Poets. 

By BASIL L. GILDERSLEEVE, 

PROFESSOR OF GREEK IN THE JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY. 

On looking over the proceedings of this Association for the 
last few years, I have noticed that the conditional sentence in 
Greek has had at least its full share of attention ; and I should 
hesitate to introduce the subject at this meeting, especially in 
the absence of the distinguished scholar whose treatment of 
this important class of sentences has found so wide an accept- 
ance in this country, if the paper which I had prepared in 
the hope of meeting Professor Goodwin here were not of a 
statistical rather than of a theoretical character. 

At the same time, a general theoretical preface is necessary 
in order to make my results intelligible ; and I will endeavor 
to state, as simply as possible, the view of the conditional 
sentence which I have found to be serviceable in the work of 
practical instruction. 

In common with most grammarians, I divide the conditional 
sentence into four classes, for which I have been in the habit 
of using the designations "Logical," "Anticipatory," "Ideal," 
" Unreal." If nothing more can be said in behalf of this 
nomenclature than that it saves time, something at least has 
2 
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been said ; and I am glad to learn that a part of this nomen 
clature, as applied to the Latin language, has found favor 
among teachers. Logical, Ideal, and Unreal conditions occur 
in Latin also. The Anticipatory is peculiar to the Greek. 

1. 1. The Logical condition states the elements in question. 
It is used of that which can be brought to the standard of fact ; 
but that standard may be for or against the truth of the post- 
ulate. All that the Logical condition asserts is the inexorable 
connection of the two members of the sentence. Aeschines 
gives us a good type (3, 188) : t< tovt J'x" (.a\uie> £«I>'o ae<rxp<Dc, 

ti CKcTroi tear ai,iar irtfti'iBrjcrav, niiros «>'('<£<oc we urf^aroiirai. 

It is the favorite form of condition in argument. So the 
chorus in Thesmoph. 789 makes a home thrust when it says : 

tl KaKOP ia\xtv, r< yafit1$' iifxa^, tlvip d\>j5<3c kcikov irtfiiv; 

It is the fairest form, and so Demosthenes as he introduces 

it (18, 10) Says : S'taaao'S't il)g curAa wu ZtKaia \iyu). 

I call it the Logical condition on account of this argument- 
ative use, and compare it with the indicative question and 
corresponding indicative answer. 

2. The Logical condition, like every other form of the 
conditional sentence, is particular or generic according to the 
character of the apodosis. Hence when it has its apodosis in 
the present, it has a double meaning, which adapts it admirably 
to personal argument. So especially when the form el ne is 
used, which may point either to a definite or to an indefinite 
person, the Logical condition is a two-edged sword, often wielded 
in the keen encounter of Attic wit. But as the lav conditional 
with a present indicative apodosis is regularly generic, it is not 
without reason that this form should be preferred, when dis- 
tinctly generic action is to be expressed. Just as the conative 
element is not so distinct in the present as in the imperfect, 
simply because the present has the double function of a present 
of continuance and a present of attainment, so the lav condi- 
tional is more distinctly the generic conditional. But take 

Such an example as AESCHIN. 3, 196 : el r<c iv ^tjfioKparia Terifir)fiivoQ 
roXyup (iorjStiv roic wapavofia ypatpovoi, KaraXitt Tt)f Tro\iTtta>> vf' ije 

TiTifirp-ai ; and I am unable to see why such a gnomic sentence 
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should not be generic* And when we turn from prose to 
poetry, Ave find the Logical condition freely employed in 
generic as well as in particular relations, doubtless because 
poetry loves the more concrete form. But here again we 
must distinguish ; for in the epic the subjunctive is the 
regular construction in generic relations, while we find the 
Logical condition more frequently in dramatic poetry than in 
prose. Note also that proverbs delight in logical forms. 

II. In the Anticipatory conditional sentence the action of 
the protasis is anticipated. For this form of the condition we 
want a word that will harmonize present and future. Antici- 
pation is not expectation, though it is loosely used for expec- 
tation and may be stretched to cover it. Anticipation treats 
the future as if it were present ; and, as we find a useful 
parallel for the Logical condition in the simple indicative 
question, so we can best illustrate the Anticipatory conditional 
by the imperative, as Curtius and others have done. 

The Anticipatory conditional was divided thirty years ago 
by Baumlein (notably in his Grriechische Modi, s. 219 and 
221) into the particular and the generic, according to the 
character of the apodosis ; and I have found this division of 
no little practical service in my experience of twenty years. 
Professor Goodwin, as is well known to you, came to the same 
result independently and made a more extensive application 
of the analysis — too extensive, as he himself has admitted 
with a frankness which does him all honor. f 

The Anticipatory conditional, then, as I will permit myself 
to call it, is the more common form of the generic conditional 
and the usual form of the toneless future conditional — of the 
postulated future. How it differs from el with the future 
indicative, or logical future, it is the object of this paper to 
illustrate rather than to prove. 

It may be worthy of especial note that the Anticipatory 
condition is invariably used in laws, and it may also be called 
the Legal condition. 



* Examples of the generic logical conditional might be multiplied !n<leftnire!v : 
see Xes. Oec. 11, 24; 1'lat. Lcgg. 9, 863, a.u; Dem. 23, 54 (ail instructive 
passage) . 

t See Transactions of American Philological Association for 1874. 
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In the early language and occasionally in Attic poetry, rarely 
in Attic prose, d with the subjunctive is found in very much 
the same sense as lav with the subjunctive. I am not disposed 
to refine on the difference ; but I think that I have noticed 
that the tone approaches d with the future indicative. This 
form, d with the subjunctive, seems to be the older, and 
hence, when there is a transfer to oratio obliqua, the condi- 
tional appears as d with the optative, and so the apparently 
exceptional disappearance of an oratio recta &v is satisfactorily 
accounted for. 

In these transfers of the Anticipatory conditional to the 
past, we have again the division into particular and generic — 
for the so-called optative of indefinite frequency is nothing 
but the oratio obliqua of the subjunctive ; for even when the 
oratio obliqua is not formally expressed, it lies in the notion of 
will, inclination, habit, which is involved in rule of action. 

As the Ideal and Unreal conditionals do not come within 
the scope of this paper, I may say briefly that 

m. The Ideal condition (tt with the optative — optative 
with fiy) is the condition of the fancy. There is often an 
element of wish for or against, of hope, of fear. It is the 
great condition of illustration, and is often used in compar- 
isons, where those untrained in Greek modes of conception 
would expect the Unreal condition. 

iv. In the Unreal condition (ti with indicative — indicative 
with a>'), the protasis is against reality. It is the other side 
of the Logical, and, like the Logical, is often used in argument. 
The formula of the Unreal condition is, in my judgment, 
too narrow, and the opposition should be represented as 
opposition to continuance, attainment, and completion, and 
not to past and present simply. 

But it is time to return to the point under special consider- 
ation, the relation of the Logical Future Condition and the 
Anticipatory. 

It is a matter of every-day grammar that lav with the 
subjunctive is the common form of the future condition in 
Greek, and the parallel is often drawn between lav with the 
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present subjunctive and si with the future indicative, lav with 
the aorist subjunctive and si with the future perfect indicative ; 
and it would be well, in my opinion, if teachers were to limit 
themselves to this statement, and leave out the more or less 
foreign elements of probability and practicability. It is very 
true that the anticipatory conditional has to do with practical 
matters chiefly, but so has the parallel imperative, and yet 
the imperative is not bound by probability or practicability, 
and when Menelaus says to Orestes (Eur. Or. 1593) : 

«U' ovtc x ai p uv i vf y c f-v Qvyyc impotc , 

" But to thy sorrow, an thou do not 'scape by wings," 

there is a sheer contradiction of the course of nature. So 

EUR. Phoen. 1216 : fjv fir] ye <f>evytov licpvyris Tpoc alSepa. 

The fact then is patent enough to every one who will be at 
the pains to count, that for model Greek prose lav with the 
subjunctive is preferred to ft with the future indicative. The 
reason of this seems to be to a considerable extent the greater 
temporal exactness, the same greater temporal exactness which 
has wholly displaced the future indicative with the temporal 
particles, the same greater temporal exactness which has 
given so wide a sweep to the optative with dv as a sharper 
form of the future. 

In future relations, el with the future indicative may be 
dissected into lav with the present subjunctive and lav with 
the aorist subjunctive ; and hence, whenever it is important 
to distinguish continued from concentrated action, whenever 
it is important to distinguish overlapping from priority, lav 
with the subjunctive is preferred, not only in general sentences 
but in particular sentences ; and it is with particular sentences 
that we have to deal in this essay. 

Now the neglect of this distinction in el with the future 
indicative shows a certain coldness, a certain indifference; 
and this added to the general rigor of the logical condition, 
which faces fact in all its grimness, gives a stern, minatory, 
prophetic tone to the future indicative, which commentators 
and grammarians have noticed, but noticed only in passing, 
and noticed without attempting to account for it. Especially 
familiar is the combination el /x»j nc, in which -if is often a 
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covert secon d person. In the practical handling of the language 
in Greek composition, I have made it a rule to exclude el with 
the future indicative except in harsh threats, solemn -warnings, 
in passages where Sei or fUWu would be appropriate (so-called 
modal use of the future), and with verbs and phrases of 
emotion. 

In striking contrast to the comparative infrequency of the 
combination el with the future indicative in prose (and I may 
add in epic poetry), is the frequent use of it in the tragic 
poets; and having had the curiosity to examine the compara- 
tive usage of Aeschylus, Sophocles, and Euripides in this 
regard, I have thought that the results might be of some 
interest to the Hellenists of this Association. In preparing 
my statistics, I have excluded all clearly generic sentences ; 
but even if these should be included, the result would not be 
materially affected ; and, though I at one time intended to 
meet any possible objection based on the mechanical metri 
causa, I found subsequently that the usage of Aristophanes 
completely disposed of any such superficial cavil. In spite 
of fashionable sneers at oversubtlety of distinctions and 
overrefinement of syntax, I am a firm believer in the organic 
unity of artistic character; and I should expect to find a 
specific difference under the common type in every fibre of the 
living organisms of Greek literature. Surely if the mechan- 
ical structure of the verse of Vergil and the verse of Ovid 
reflects the diverse ideals of the two poets, we may expect to 
see in the varying employment of the sterner forms of expres- 
sion a manifestation of the character of the three great tragic 
poets. I grant, in advance, that the induction is not so wide 
as I could desire in the case of Aeschylus, who seems not to 
delight in conditional expressions so much as Sophocles, and 
far less than the lawyer-like Euripides ; but even this is a 
significant fact and may deserve a closer notice. 

As I have already intimated, the three tragic poets are 
faithful to the same general type. They all deal largely in 
the future conditional, but in a decreasing ratio — always far 
exceeding the normal usage of prose, but still differing in 
their individual conception. 
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In brief, of the future conditions in Aeschylus over seventy- 
three per cent, have the future indicative, in Sophocles over 
fifty-four per cent, (and if we leave out the Oedipus Coloneus 
and Philoctetes, as I think we may, as much as sixty-two and 
one-half per cent.), while Euripides, approaching, as he does, 
more nearly to the language of prose, puts the majority of his 
future conditions in the lav form, so that only about forty-three 
per cent, have el with the future indicative. 

Of course, I cannot undertake to discuss the hundreds of 
conditional sentences which I have examined in this way, nor 
even to comment on the more striking forms. A condensed 
tabular exhibit has been prepared to accompany this paper. 

I would only add that, so far as I have observed, el with the 
future indicative and lav with the subjunctive are seldom used 
in antithesis. Where such antitheses occur they are in the 
main confirmatory of the difference of tone already recognized. 

So AttlSTOPH. Nub. 586. 591, in which el arparriyytrei KXewv 

presents the threatening, unfavorable alternative, >> KXtWa 
cptfiwinjTe the favorable view. So in Xen. Cyr. 4, 1, 15 the 
favorable alternative is introduced by >> piv, the unfavorable 
by el li with future indicative. In Dem. 27, 20. 21. 22, 
lav filv </>rj — el $' al (pfoei — el B' av ipel, we may recognize an 
increasing hardness of tone, although that is not to be insisted 
on. A clear case is the one to which Professor Price, of the 
University of Virginia, has called my attention in Dem. 8, 17 : 

av jxev toLvvv ij to (TvvearqicbQ tovto ffrpartVjita (favorable), el S' ixirat, 

ha\v${)<reTat (unfavorable) ; and yet others occur in Isocb. 6, 
107 ; 12, 237 ; 15, 130 ; Lys. 27, 7. In Isocr. 17, 9 three 
courses are open, the worst being put in el with future opta- 
tive (for future indicative), the other two in optative (for 
subjunctive), the passage being in oratia obliqua. In Herod. 

6, 11, t/v [iev ($ov\r)<r§e — el le EtaxpyaeaSe, the same thing is 

found; but in 1, 71, ei vidians — <V m/jS;)c, both alternatives 
are unfavorable, and in 3, 36, 3, el filv fierafie\>'iirei — >> Si fx>) 
[xeraneXriTat, the usual practice seems to be reversed (as in 
Hom. 11. 1, 135. 137). 

A striking example, which lies, however, beyond our present 
sphere of observation, is found in Theocrit. 7, 107. 109, in 
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which deliverance is hesought for Pan in one case (Jjv filv tclvt 
iplrto), all manner of evil invoked in the other (d S' aMwc veiaeis). 

But while the antithesis of lav filv with the subjunctive and 
ei Se with the future indicative is not common, the elliptical 
use of tl £e fxn following lav fiiv is one of the stock observations 
of the grammars. This want of correspondence in the antith- 
esis may be accounted for by the phraseological use of d S« 
firi, l otherwise,' sin minus, as one of the numerous unconscious 
ellipses of which every language is full ; but it is worth noting 
that el SI fi>i gives not only the negative but, as a rule, the 
unfavorable alternative also (e. g. Eur. Iph. Aul. 916. 917 ; 
Med. 241. 243), and this minatory and monitory character 
would suggest the distinct ellipsis of the future indicative, 
unless indeed d with the subjunctive may be considered an 
equivalent. 

A striking contrast to the usage of the tragic poets is 
presented by Aristophanes. In his future conditionals, little 
more than twenty per cent, take the form d with the future 
indicative ; and although the count was a rough one, owing to 
want of time for a careful exploration, the result is sufficiently 
accurate to establish the peculiar character of this form. Of 
sixty-seven such conditionals that I have examined, fifty-three 
are minatory or unfavorable ; and it is no stretch of fancy to 
see in the others a certain mock-seriousness, which is one* of 
the charms of Aristophanes. 

I had hoped to find time for the collection of statistics as to 
the usage of Attic prose-writers ; but as the fact of the pre- 
ponderance of the lav conditional is sufficiently familiar, I 
have been content to limit myself for the present to two or 
three specimens. 

And first of Thucydides. As every one knows, the usage 
of this remarkable writer is highly individual and by no 
means characteristic of normal Greek prose. No wonder, 
however, that in the greatest tragedy of Greek history, he 
should have approached the standard of tragic expression and 
exhibited proportions which are closely those of Euripides. 

The speeches in Thucydides show an unusually large pro- 
portion of Logical future conditionals. Of his future condi- 
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tionals nearly forty-five per cent, take the logical form, and of 
these logical futures only five out of fifty-two do not distinctly 
indicate an unfavorable hypothesis, or, in other words, are not 
distinctly " monitory and minatory." This minatory character 
makes the natural tonelessness of the other form appear favor- 
able by comparison, and in fact we find that in the majority of 
iav conditionals the more favorable side is assumed. Comp. 5, 

111, 2 : el fti) Bto$povt<7TEf)ov yvuxretrSe with § 4 : yv ev flovXevytT^e J 

and the tone of the angry speeches of the Corcyraeans and 
Corinthians (1, 32-43) and of the warning address of Archi- 
damus (1, 80 foil.) with the paraeneses of Hermocrates (6> 
33 foil.) and of Nicias (6, 61). 

In twelve orations of Lysias — the first thirteen, omitting 
the Epitaphios — I find twenty-one sentences with el and 
future indicative against twenty-four with iuv. To the latter 
may be added, however, seven optatives in oratio obliqua, 
which are clearly transferred from iuv with the subjunctive. 
Here too, as in Thucydides, we note a much larger proportion 
of the sterner forms than is usual in prose, not a much larger 
proportion than might have been expected from the incisive 
genius of Lysias. All the examples may be referred to the 
classes mentioned. The conditions are either minatory and 
monitory, depend on verbs or phrases of emotion, or involve a 
modal use of the future. (See 3, 37. 43 ; 6, 13 ; 7, 41 ; *8, 1 ; 
10, 10. 22 (bis) ; 12, 11. 29. 35. 70. 83. 85. 88. 90 (its) ; 13, 
15 (bis) ; 13, 93. 94.) 

In Isocrates, I have selected three discourses — thePhilippus, 
the Arehidamus, and the Be Permutatione. In the courtly 
Philippus I have noted thirty-two particular anticipatory con- 
ditionals and only two in el with the future indicative — one 
referring to Isocrates himself (§ 82), the other to the Greeks 
generally (§ 121) — one unfavorable, the other monitory. In 
the martial Arehidamus there arc seven logical futures against 
twelve anticipatory conditions, and all of them fall under one 
or other of the categories mentioned (§§ 2. 10. 13. 28. 40. 56. 
107) — the last one (§ 107) giving the unfavorable antithesis 
of a condition with ijv. In the Be Permutatione, I have 
counted some twenty-four anticipatory conditionals and only 
3 
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four logical futures (§§ 130. 152. 243. 272) . In § 130 we have 
another antithesis between the two forms — the less favorable 
preceding with el piv, the more favorable following with nv ?«'• 

In Demosthenes De Corona el with future indicative occurs 
only six times (§§ 7. 63. 114. 160. 205. 207), every time with 
stern, impressive tone; and in the oration against Meidias 
about twenty six per cent, of the future conditionals assume 
this form, all twelve examples noted (§§ 57. 100. 106. 109. 
118. 131. 160. 204. 206. 212. 221. 222) being monitory or 
minatory, emotional or semi-causal. 

In the speeches of Xenophon' s Anabasis the proportion seems 
to be about the same as in Aristophanes. Worthy of note here 
also is the largely minatory character of el with future indica- 
tive. Of thirty such conditionals that I have examined, all but 
four are distinctly minatory and the others are to be referred 
to the category of eel or /k'Uu. 

In comparing the frequency of the lay conditional with the 
frequency of the future logical, it may be well to take into 
consideration the abridged conditional sentence or the parti- 
cipial expressions of conditional relations. All conditional 
participles which are connected with future tenses must be 
resolved into eav with subjunctive : \apfiavwv = eav \aftj3avw 
-»)c ->i, \afti»> — eav X«/3w -j;t •»;. There is no participial expres- 
sion for the stern future indicative. The tone is lost in the 
emphasis of the temporal relation. 

I pass now to an enumeration of the forms in the Tragic Poets. 
In the first column are given the occurrences of ei with the future 
indicative, in the second those of eav with the subjunctive. 



AESCHYLUS.* 

PROMETHEUS VINCTUS. 



(1). 311 el...pifcic (minatory). 



(1). 196 ei nr; TLq aiiovoerai (minatory). 
(2). 618 el Kapirbc karat, 'is to be, 
(certainty). 



(1). 326 TTeipdao/iai, eav Svvupai (ten- 
tative, i. e. semi-interrogative). 
(2). 1014 eav ft?/ 7r£«nJj/f. 

SEPTEM CONTRA THEBAS. 

(1). 242 eav Trvdyode (may be consid- 
ered generic). 
(2). 1027 i/v fiij rtr. ..■&&!). 



' The text followed is that of Dindorf. 
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PERSAE. 
(1). 357 el . . . li-erai wtoaf (certainty). : (1). 52tt inv zep mo/.;;. 
{2). 369 «... otv-niad' "E/.h/vec— fut. | 

opt. in orat. obi. for fut. iud. (min- j 

atory). ! 

Sl'PPLICKS. 

(1). 461 A frit . . . v-xoarijGU (minatory). : 

(2). 472 A . . . fir/ . . . enzpai-u (mina- 
tory). 

(3). 474 el . . . tji-u (minatory). 

■(4). 511 el (supply enSuaeic). 

(i). 902 el jiij Tie...elaiv (=fut.)(mina- 
tory). 

(6). 924 el tic... f'/ 'zaip'/oerai. (mina- 
tory). 

AGAMEMNON. 

(1). 207 el daiia, 'am to,' 'must.' ! (1). 1424 inv . . . Knahy deot;. 

(2). 1059 el ti dparrtic, 'intend to,' i (2). 1667 iai Anliiav ... a-evdvvi). 

(minatory). j 

(3). 1249 elirep larm y\ • is to be.' j 

(4). 1338 ei a-oTicet, 'is to.' I 

CHOEPIIORI. 

(1). 182 el . . . fitj-ore faiaei, 'is to.' 
(2). 273 el /jf/ fiereiut, 'am not to.' i 

(3). 571 «... afieiipu (minatory). 
(4). 683 el . . . vLtiijaei (cold indiffer- ; 
ence). I 

(5). 775 el Zti>c d>/oei (confidence). I 



(1). 491 el Kpari/aet, 'is to.' 

(2). 597 el as fiapfei (minatory). 



Prometheus Vinctus, 

Septem contra Thebas, 

Persae, . 

Supplices, 

Agamemnon, 

Choephori, 

Etimenides, 



EUMESIDES. 








(1). 741 KOV l(70\pl/<pO( 


Kpidij. 


SUMMARY. 








ei with fut. 


ind. 


eav with eubj 


1 








2 
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2 
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6 









4 
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5 









2 






1 


22 






8 



73.33 per cent. 26.67 per cent. 
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SOPHOCLES. 



(1). 313 el fir/ tyavo'u/v ( = fut. ind.) 

(minatory). 
(2). 5 1 ei . . . Siolaerai , ' is to,' w. atxreipe 

(verb of emotion). 
(3). 1155 el Troifoei; (minatory). 
(4). 1241 el tpavov/icda, 'are to.' 
(5). 1248 el e^udr/aofiev, 'are to:' 
(6). 1256 el fir/ KaraKTT/aei (minatory). 
(7). 1308 ei /JaAelrt, 'undertake to,' 

(minatory). 
(8). 1314 el JTT/jjavtic (as abovej. 



(1). 528 eav . . .To?.fia. 

(2). 688 i/v u.i7.i). 

(8). 1068 kuv [if/ <H7.i)c. 

(4). 1184 Kav fir/iei; eg. 



( 1 ) . 246 e I . , KeiocTai, ' is to.' 

(2). 376 el. . ./.££eic, 'have to say.' 

(3). 379 el fir/ ?J/Zetc (minatory). 

(4). 430 el yap p.' a—ucei (minatory). 

(6). 465 el outppori/aeic (stern warning). 

(6). 470 el xeboerai (as above). 

(7). 503 el /it/. . .ei> Karaa^i/aec (convic- 
tion). 

(8). 582 fi yap Krevov/iev, 'are to.' 

(9). 832 el. . .vTzoiaeiq (remonstrance). 

(10). 1004 el ti(. . .aKovocTat (stern 
warning). 

fll). 1044 el xotf/oeic (as above). 

(12). 1210 el crept/aopai, 'am to be' 
(emotion). 

(13). 1369 el <!' e<pe^eTov (stern warning). 

OKDIPI 

(1). 54 einep apgeic, 'are to.' 
(2). 233 el oiuxi/oeodc (minatory). 
(3). 521 el.. KCK/f/aafiai, 'am to'(=fut.). 
(4). 586 el e£ei, ' is to.' 
(5). 620 el. . . x/ioo/ievu, ' am to.' 
(6). 666 el. . .izpooaipei, 'are to.' 
(7). 702 el. . .ipe'ic, ' art going to.' 
(8). 843 el fiev. . Mfei. 
(9). 846 el 6' . ..ahdr/ciet (dread alterna- 
tive). 
(10). 889 el jirj. ..nepSavel. ..epgerat, 

(stern prophetic tone). 
(11). 901 el /it/. . ,apfi6cei (as above). 
(12). 1166 el epi/oofiai (minatory). 



(1). 564 tjv e<pys fioi. 
(2). 593 eav Tep Kit fiyqc. 
(3). 821 X"P'C fev, f/v KT&vr}. 
(4). 822 '/.i-xti <!', eav £w. 
(5). 938 eav tie /ioc -ni-dri. 
(6). 967 a'/.X !/v e-xioirri. 
(7). 1053 abtV i/v aootip' 
rvyx&vyc. 



tuetpovca 



(1). 216 eav dehjc. 

(2). 321 r/v eftol Tridy. 

(3). 341 Kav iyu oiyij areya,. 

(4). 461 Kav '/.a/iije. 

(5). 605 eav fie. . ./.d/3>(f. 

(6). 748 t/v ev eZtimjc ert. 

(7). 839 fy:..evpeQy. 

(8). 1062 oil! 1 eav. . .(pava. 

(9). 1159 r/v <j>pdcu, ii67.7.vfiai. 
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(1). 628 el~ip fii/ tytboovoi (confident 
expectation). 

(2). 648 el anl y' . . .'eu/ievei ' is to.' 

(3). 827 el utj iropevnerai (minatory). 

(4). 837 el rt rrrj/iavetc (minatory). 

(5). 1181 Kel rrapaivtau (=/il7.\u tt.). 

(6). 1 340 el ah... ^v/i-apaerr/eei (confi- 
dent expectation). 

(7). 1435 el re7.eirl /ioi (as above). 
[Xotk. — 166 el nv' olaeic I omit as 

merely an old conjecture.] 



OF.niPUS COLONEL'S. 

(1). 457 eav -MXi/re. 

(2). 505 rjv. ..arraviv loxr/c. 

(3). 814 f/v <f e?.u Trore (minatory). 

(4). 862 r)v fir}. . aireipycvSy. 

(5). 1040 r)v /it/ Bavo. 

(6). 1197 Kav neiva \evao~%. 

(7). 1210 eavrrep otify. 

(8). 1407 eav al roW apal rez-uvrai. 

(9). 1443 Svora?.aiva . . . ey&, el oov crept/- 

i35 (see above, page 8). 
(10). 1770 eav — uc ihaKO?,voo/iev. 



ANTIGONE. 



(!)■ 
(2). 
(3). 
(4). 
(5). 
(6). 
(')■ 

(8). 

(9). 
(10). 
(11). 



59 el. . .-apego/iev, 'are to.' 

90 el Kal ovvf/oei. 

93 el rubra /.Igeic (minatory). 

229 Kel rad' elaerai (minatory). 

234 Kel rh pifiev egepo. 

307 tl ur). . .eK<pnve'ire (minatory). 

324 el Ae ravra /it/ davelre (mina- 
tory). 

414 il ru; a^eiArjGoi (=ind. in or. 
rect.) (minatory). 

462 el. . .{ravoi>/iai, 'must die.' 

485 fi. . .Keiaerai, 'are to.' 

659 el. . .dpiifia. 



(1). 45 t)v nv fir) i}£?.rjc. 
(2). 87 eav /it) Kr/pv£r/c. 
(3). 327 eav 61 rot /.r/^-drj re koa /it/. 



TRACHINIAE. 



(1). 305 fi ri tipaoeic 'dost intend to.' 
(2). 666 £< <j>avrjoo/iai (after verb of 

emotion: semi-causal). 
(3). 712 ti ti /it/ ipevodt/oo/iai. 
(4). 719 el o(j>a?.7)oerai. 
(5). 732 el /it) ri MS-eic (Herm. ov /it) ri 

?•■)• ^ 
(6). 1113 el ofyatif/oerai (expression of 

emotion). 
(7). 1246 el rfpipeic 'art going to.' 



(1). 411 r)v eipedye. 

(2). 570 eav Tri&r). 

(3). 572 'eav... hey k$. 

(4). 584 eav rruc i7repj3a?.u/ieda. 

(5). 597 Kav alaxpa rrpaaarfQ. 

(6). 672 i)v Qpaao. 

(7). 1107 Kav to /iijSiv 6. 



PHILOCTETES. 



(1). 66 el o" Ipyaaei (stern). 

(2). 68 el. . ./it/ ?.r)<j>ftr)oerai (as above). 

(3). 75 el fie. ..alc&f/oerai. 

(4). 353 el. . .alpt/ooi/ii (fut. opt. = fut. 
ind. ti almost =orj: semi-causal). 

(5). 376 el. . . atpaipf/ootro (as above). 

(6). 988 el...airaSerai, 'is to.' 

4 



(1). 62 tjv ri . . . K?.vyg. 

(2). 126 eav doKtjre 

(3). 479 eav fii?.t» fwv. 

(4). 769 ijv /idAoci. 

(5). 817 rjv TrpooSiyrjc. 

(6). 982 ovo" rjv 6paei) 

(7.) 985 r/v /it/ epTTrK. 
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PHILOCTETES. 



(7). 1198 ot><P ei. . .elai (an extravagant 
supposition which seems natural 
to a man in a frenzied state). 

(8). 1393 el . . . fivvqod/icda, 'are to.' 



Ajax, . 
Electra, . 
Oedipus Eex, 
Oedipus Coloneus, 
Antigone, 
Trachiniae, 
Philoctetes, 



(8). 999 oi(S' tjv xi"J- 

(9). 1259 K.hv. ..dpuvtjs. 
(10). 1298 eav.. .SeAy. 
(11). 1299 fjv tqvt' bp&utitj. 
(12). 1342 ?v. ..yevo&j. 
(13). 1405 eav ■xopdutu. 

To which add opt. for subj. in or. obi. 
(14). 613 ei ayoivrn. 
(15). 618 ei fir) tft/.o:. 



SUMMARY. 








ti 


with fut. 


iud. 


eav with eubj 




8 




4 




. 13 




7 


, 


12 




9 


, 


8 




10 




11 




3 




7 




7 




8 
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67 55 

54 92 per cent. 45.0S per cent. 



EURIPIDES. 



(1). 386 ei fie (!i7 /.>)>£<?. 

(2). 700 ei r»)v yvvaina. . .i<eioet£. 

(3). 704 ei 6' i/fiac. . .ige'tc (minatory). 

(4). 733 ei /it). . .Ti/iupyoerat. 



(1). 56 nav ypauc; b'/.//rai. 
(2). S46 mvTTcp iiupibu. 
(3). 850 r)v 6' oi'v aunpru. 



ANDROMACHE. 



(1.) 61 ei T(f. . . a'wdjjatTni. 

(2). 254 el fit). . .itavoifiai ye. 

(3). 314 kcI fit). . .epr/uuaei; (minatory). 

(4). 378 ei fir) dtjao/iat. 

(5). 409 ei cudyoerat. 

(6). 708 ei fit) (p&epel (minatory). 

(7). 925 ei & iftu trapo^. 

(8). 970 ei tripod tt6Xiv. 

(9). 1282ei...oi(7era((=/ieAXei oioeodu). 



(1). 44 h fie Kt.if.voi) daveiv. 

(2). 90 r/v Tt ml ra&u. 

(3). 163 ijv..M7-ri. 

(4). 188 i)v. . .Kparf/au. 

(5). 202 rp o'v ut) rinr/r. 

(6.) 338 tjv. . .VTzeKifiafia 

(7.) 381 nv. ..siavw. 

(8). 414 i)v V7T£i«1pap:T/t; fiipov. 

(9). 432 rp> .i?%. 

(10). 442 ijv. . .-&0.1}. 

(11). 663 r)v. ..fin Tkni}. 

(12.) 689 tjv <5* bZvdvfirJc. 
(13). 740 Kav. . .KO/.afrf. 

(14). 999 rtv. . .fieivaaw. 



On Conditional Forms in the Tragic Poets. 



19 



(1). 239 el. . .?Jppoiiai (minatory). 
(2). 786 elnep ireiod/teoda, ' are to.' 
(8) 1261 el. . ./levelre, 'are to.' 



(1). 50^V...ZVT7J. 

(2). 311 fp> <5o«5f. 

(3). 355 Kavirep Xapijre. 

(4). 6i0mv...eWg. 

(5). 817 k&v IMric ? t ddf>a. 

(6). 823 rpi avi)p o0t?»ff. 

(7) 960 f/v av fit) Xri$-9g wipoc. 



(1). 347 el <?£ pit fiovXfjGOfuu. 

(2). 802 el. . .SuKp-HapijaeTai. 

(3). 863 el diaP-Tj-Sfao/uu, ' am to.' 

(4). 1233 el Tyi 1 apKiaeif, /caxif <pavel. 



HECCBA. 
(!)■ 

(2). 
(3). 



(1). 919 el fiuupdepeif, 'art going to.' 

(2). 975 el. ..avMiaere (minatory). 

(3). 1011 el fir/ anoduou. 

(4). 1051 el Se KepSavu. 

(5). 1155 el Kptvel. 

(6). 1631 el tm fi eaaeig (minatory). 



(4). 
(5). 
(6). 
(7). 
HELENA. 

(1). 
(2). 
(3). 

(4)- 
(5). 
(6). 

co. 

(8). 

(9) 
(10). 
(11). 
(12). 
(13). 
(14). 
(15). 
(16). 
(17). 
(18). 
(19). 
(20). 
(21). 



293 kHv Kant); /Uyy. 
313 rjv tic <*fl <pavy. 
399 ovk, ijv ye net-dy. 
751 k&v t'vxu mv fir) tvxw- 
870 ijv tl jiovXevau. 
872 ijv. . .fyavy ri(. 
1006 ijv oi) Karddvyc 

429 ijv 7r<jf (semi-interrogative). 

479 tfv. ..hiPy. 

506 ijv. . .u/i6<ppuv ■$. 

508 ijv. . .evSidu. 

743 ijv 6w&[ie&a. 

832 17V. . ./if/ a7ToSi^Tat. 

929 ijv. . .# 'EMa? eMu. 

980 ijv. . ,/iij it66' avridy. 

1049 fjv...Ufy. 

1071 havtrep. ../A/3u. 

1085 ijv... Spa. 

1091 rjv ala. 

1176 ijv ye Sr) A)$i?j? p.6vov. 

1291 fjv...aSu 

1292 ijv ywij yivi). 
1388 ijv ivvufieda. 
1392 vk. . .<5<5fu. 
1394 i?v. . .//1) xapyc. 
1425 #v (ftd^Jf. 
1444 Kav . . . diyric. 
1637 ijv teyu 



(1). 48 orivo. . .el elodipeTat (emotional). 
(2). 261-3 TapjSdv — el Si/ tot' ijfci. 
(3). 336 alaxp6v, el. . ./ilvti-cifav. . .6 (F 

oi dwr/oerat. 
(4). 584 el. . .earai, 'is to be.' 
(5). 686 el. . .neael (solemn warning). 
(6). 1093 el (f a/ietyeTai, ' is to.' 



(1). 1 10 r/v n 6e!-op,eG&a. (semi-inter- 
rogative). 
(2). 274 ijv u6Ay. 
(3). 582 ijv ff acm&oufiat. 
(4). 638 ijv #e6f #%. 
(5). 690 ijv piv eXtJj. 
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HERACLIDAE. 



(1 ) . 165-8 ci...cfip7/<}ci (stern warning). 

(2). 197 ei. . .carat, 'is to be.' 

(3). 243 el. . .irapfou. 

(4). 272 elpy). . .padrjaerat (minatory). 

(5). 373 el. . .rj^eic (minatory). 

(6). 418 ei rfe 6i) Spaau. 

(7 ). 444 pellet el... rlpifiu. 

(8). 495 el fir] ri . . . i^afiJixavitaojiev 
(minatory). 

(9). 593 el yap et-o/iev. 
(10). 652 el. . .irpoaditiet (minatory). 
(11). 739 cl if; 770-9' qsoftev ye' rovro yap 

$6(3oc. 
(12). 763 £i. . . jrapaSuaofiev, 'are to.' 
(13). 974 e! Spdaeig r6Se (minatory). 



(1). 47 r/v. . .airada/iroda. 

(2). 67 k£v av ^ &&&. 

(3). 158 ijv ireiravdys. 

(4). 253 ijv SUatov $ rt. 

(5). 256 eav. . ./iedu. 

(6). 263 fp> n aaippov yc. 

(7). 310 vv. . .ipavy. 

(8). 342 Kav i?t>/>aioc. <&. 

(9). 424 i/v i'maia Spij. 
(10). 586 Kav evpedy. 
(11). 7\2 qv davye aii. 
(12). 714 tjv. . .xpyeavrai. 
(13). 1020 f/v &avv- 



HERCULES FURENS. 



(1). 210 el. . .davovfirda, 'are to.' 
(2). 490 el T(j . . . elaaKOvaerai. 
(3). 1074 ei pe navel (minatory) 
(4). 1412 el a' OTperat (minatory). 



(1). 279 ijv...SoKu, 'in case' (semi- 

int.). 
(2). 848 r/v xidijade. 
(3). 1282 i)v Se ml fitvu. 



SCPPUCES. 



(1). 521 el 'mraS-ofiea-da &§. 
(2). 539 el. . .nc efej, 'is to.' 
(3). 543 rapj}elr' el Kpv{ii]oavrai x^ovi. 
(i). 603 el. ..(jtavf/aovrai. 
(5). 711 el fit) axvaere (solemn warn- 
ing)- 
(6). 784 el rrep dipo/iai, 'am to.' 



(1). 388 av -deTtooi. 

(2). 389 r;v 6' omoTuoi. 

(Z). 397 rjv o* aTTa7.!a%i), ' in case.' 

(4_). 473 av. . . 7tii9tj p.oi. 

(5). 499 rp> re pij 6e"ki). 

(6). 541 t)v re-di) v6/io£. 

(7 J. 11947V. ..eMuatv. 

(8). 1208 fjv. . J?.&ijoiv. 



HIPPOI.YTUS. 



(1). 305 ft iSavei (stern). 

(2). 327 ei vevaet (minatory). 

(3^ 461 ei py ortpteic. 

(i). 481 ei /it) eipfjeofiev, ' are not to.' 

(5). 501 elrcep 'eKOuati yc, 'is going to.' 

(6). 697 ei teget, ' wilt consent to.' 

(7). 938 ei. ..eSjoyKuoerai, 'is going 

to.' 
(8). 976 ei. . .f/ooi/dr/eoftat, 'am to.' 
(9,). 1088 ei pr) izeiaei (minatory). 



(\). 505 i)v /Ujyc KoXuf. 
(2) 512 rjv av prj ycvt) kok/.- 
(S). 995 ov6' fjv av pt) <ffle:. 
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IPHtGEXIA AULIDENSIS. 



(1). 103 ei /if/. . .claiv. 

(2). 296 ei xpocap/iocei. 

(3). 654 el ce y' evfpavu. 

(4). 811 ei ti ftpaoeic. 

(5). 941 el ih' e/i' oteirai, 'is to.' 

(6). 972 el tic. . .egaipi/oeTai, 'under- 
takes to' (minatory). 

(7). 1171 el arijareiaei (Elmsl ) 

(8). 1190 el. . .ei <j>povf/co/tev. 

(9). 1262 el fiq ce dvcu. 
(10). 1268 ■SectpaT' ei ?.icu Viae. 
(11). 1415 &X&0/UU. ..el fir/ ce cucu. 



(1). 690 ti ce. ..K-evu. 

(2) 975 el /it) jie cucei Qnifioc. 

(3). 986 el jit/ /jjtpo/tecda. 

(4). 999 el. . . yevf/ceTai. 

(5). 1022 ei ce cucec, 'is to.' 

(6). 1034 el KepSavelc, ' expectest to.' 

(7). 1412 el /it/. . .yevi/cerai. 



(1). 32 Kav /if/ ov-de">.yQ. 

(2). 150 f/v. . .avrf/ayc. 

(3). 515 f/v. . .a— oarei/.r/c. 

(4). 519 f/v aavtj. 

(5). 533 mv. . .eicQvyu. 

(6). 915 f/v To7./ii/ai)C. 

(7). 1007 V" ouou. 

(8). 1016 f/v <T avrifiaivy, 

(9). 1025 $i>. . ./it) Trpacaufiev. 

(10). 1 1 34 f/v y epuTf c. 

(11). 1166 k&v Tic & eprj-ai. 
(12, 13). 1271 Kav i)e?.u Kav /it/ de/jj. 

(14). 1344 f/v dvvu/ieda. 

(15). 1421 f/v iivu/it&a. 

(16) 1541 f/v rapa^ri. 



IPHtGEXIA TAUR1CA. 

(1). 100 !/Y. . J.rjQdufiev. 
(2). 337 av hva/.iCKyc. 
(3). 754 t/v ko/.uc ixV- 
(4). 755 f/v tc vavc 7ra$y. 
(5). 762 fjv iK^ucijc. 
(6). 764 t/v...a<pavcod?}. 
(7). 9S0 t/v. . .KaTaox<Jfiev. 
(S). 1010 f/vrrep /if/. . .ttccu. 
(9). 1219 f/v. . .(hau xpovi^etv. 
(10). 1230 f/v vtyu pivov. 

ION. 



(1). 168 ei tit/ neioet (minatory). 

(2). 15iel...b?.oviieda. 

(3). 375 el. . .en-ovi/co/iev. 

(4). 445 el (T, oh yap ecrac, tu 7.oyu 6e 
Xpf/co/iat . . . SuceTe. 

(5). 648 eitrep. . .evTvx'/covccv. 

(6). 669 el /it). . .evpf/au. 

(1). 750 ei fit/vvceTe. 

(8). 847 ei i<pt/oetc. . . dn-a/./.df e< (liov. 

(9). 1024 *cei /if/ KTevelc. 
(10). 1062 ei Kaiptic arreici. 
(11). 1075 a'taxuvo/uu el . . . uipeTai. 



(1). 425 rav i9% 

(2) 527 f/v KTavr/c. 

(3). 595 f/v. . .{.t/tu. 

(4). 1037 Kav~ep iUe7.$r>. 

(5). 1130 f/v. . ./ievu. 

(6). 1259 f/vdavric. 

(7). 1309 ;/v...i?e7. ? ,f. 

(8). 1415 Kav /if/ ippticu ye. 



(1). 199 ei <j>ev$v/iec-da, 'are to.' 

(2). 307 ei . . . ava?MOue (solemn re- 

moustrance). 
(3). 474 ei. . .endvfofiev. 



(1). 217 f/v de/.rjc 

(2). 314 f/v... daKijc. 

(3). 427 kav jio'u7.i). 

(4). 573 Kav /iev CTracr/c. 

(5). 575 i)v <J' eK?.i7zTjc. 
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MKDKA. 

(1). 78 £(. . .npoaoiaofiev, 'are to.' (1). 

(2). Zi6 el fevZovfie&a. (2). 

(8). 362 el...6ferai (minatory). (8). 

(4). 881 £t X^fytofiai. (4). 

(6). 612 £» (beil-otuu, 'am to.' (6). 

(6). 677 Kcl...ipa, 'must.' (6). 

(7). 931 oI(crof £t yevt/oerai ride. 
(8). 1249 £t KTCvetc <Tjt' ifiu;. 
Notic. — 184 ^o/3oj e\ ireioa is inter- 
rogative. 1109, 1298 are doubtful. 

ORESTES. 

(1). 167 ifcic, £4 fitetyapa Ktvr/aeig (1). 
(warning). (2). 

(2). 239 el ficv rf (Ufur). (3). 

(3). 240 el 6" eif /3ao/3i?p tiv'. (4). 

(4). 272 el fif/' t-afiityci (minatory). (B). 

(6). 304 £i yap wpoAei-<l>et(. (6). 

(6). 609 el. . .avrakoKTevel (?). 

(7). 511 A6(Ttt(?). (7). 

(8). 566 £(. . .rtfovaiv. (8). 

(9). 899 £< fi%. . .jivoerai. (9). 

(10). 803 ri ae fir). . .enapidau, 'am to.' (10). 
(11). 935£<...£<tt<u, 'isto.' (11). 

(12). 940 el 6e 6rj KaraKTeveiTt fie. (12). 

(13). 1102 el TCfujpf/aofuu. (13). 

(14). U06 ei ■/ carat KaKJf. (14). 

(16). 1212 eiirep evrvxi/ooficv. (15). 

(16). 1633 £«. . .«rdf«. 

RHESUS. 

(1). 
(2). 
(»)■ 
(*). 
(5). 
(6). 
(V). 
TROADES. 
(D- 



260$v...fffup£i»5. 
389 i)v. . ,$avy. 
391 $v. . .igeXavvt). , 
727 l&vnep. . . WiSjf. 
787 K&mep. . .afuj>i$rj. 
1 362 $v <rb fir) ' yye\f{. 



(1). 113 el fir) Kvpfoeis (warning). 
(2). 169 fi t<5<5' a\rr)aei ytpa;. 
(3). 600 el iioiaei (warning). 



(1). 662 el. . .Avanrifu. 
(2). 735 « yap ri Xiffij (solemn warn- 
ing)- 
(3). 890 diva ae el mevelc (verb of emo- 
tion : semi-causal) 
Note. — 1249 el. ..rev^erai may be 
considered interrogative. 



(2). 
(3). 
(4). 
(5). 
(6). 
CO- 

(81. 

(9). 
(10). 



69 r)v. . .fir). . .avdtofiev. 
808 ijv av KarSavrJ^. 
659 r/v teyu. 
644 r)v. . ruar/g. 
778 r/v pivys. 

1148 f)v fir) airaoufieda (Dind. el 
fir) airdau fiiXav). 

1149 rjv cF oiv fir) narioxufiev. 
1191 f/v Tl dp?- 

1195 k£v ptv ae airfy- 

1198 ijv dk. ..KTeivy ae. 

1 200 r)v rtokvs rraprj . 

1218 fvXaaae rjv T<f f&y. 

1316 ijv aMf. 

1333 7>' av fir) Xiyr/;. 

1593 lyv ye fir/ QvyxK nrepoig. 



118 ifv apa (verb implied). 
126 Kav /ifv alpuvrai. 
141 /cav ^£*v irvdCtfietia, 
143 fai> <F anaipuoi. 
521 vv t< (cot <Jfi/. 
672 >/v iT oiv eyetpyc. 
880 ^v. . .ffitf?. 

355 Kav fir). ..ij. 

701 »cav o/>(ff rdcte. 

718 tavXiyitf. 

914 t/v $ava. 

904 /can fi. . 

914 Kav nanus dcifo. 

1059 Kav ct' iia" alax'iove;. 

Add 
874) 

928 V opt. for subj. in oral. obi. 
930) 
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PH0ENI3SAE. 



(1). 19 ct yap TCKV&oeic (minatory). 

(2). 244 £i ti 7reiaerai. 

(3). 725 eiirep.. ..ou&foct. 

(4). 885 4i fiy %6yois rtf . . .ireiaerai 

(minatory). 
(5). 1621 elfie...patel{. 



(1). 559 yv d* cpu/iat. 

(2). 561 f/v. . .vucyay. 

(3). 671 yv e%. 

(4). 578 yv <T ai KpaTiftyc. 

(5). 629 nav ti ylvyrai. 

(6). 757 eav ti. . .cQaVj. 

(7). 765 yv tvxv- 

(8). 775 yvrrcp Kparyay. 

(9). 777 kHv yiXuv rtf y. 
(10). 938 yv Ad/Jj. 
(11). 975 kov fuv <j>&a<m/icv. 
(12). 976 yv <F vorepyow. 
(13). 1216 yv pfi ye. . .hifi'vyyc. 
(14). 1231 xav /iiv Krava. 
(15). 1280 17V /jcv <p&acu. 
(16). 1657 tihv inrswiwy. 



Alcestis, 

Andromache, 

Baochae, 

Hecuba, 

Helena, . 

Electra, . 

Heraclidae, 

Hercules Furens, 

Supplices, 

Hippolytus, 

Iphigenia Aulidensis, 

Iphigenia Taurica, 

Ion, 

Cyclops, 

Medea, . 

Orestes, 

Rhesus, . 

Troades, 

Phoenissae, 
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ei with fut. ind. 
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. 16 


15 
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10 




5 


16 



131 



177 



42.53 per cent. 57.47 per cent. 

Note. — At my request, two Fellows of the Johns Hopkins University, Messrs. 
A. D. Savage and J. H. Wheeler, undertook to revise the count, Mr. Savage 
reading half of Euripides, and Mr. Wheeler the other half and the whole of 
Sophocles. While the result has not been materially affected by the new count, 
I am glad to have the statistics brought nearer to absolute accuracy, and am 
happy to express my thanks to these scholars for their kind and intelligent 
assistance. 



